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REMARKS 

This is in full and timely response to the Non-Compliant Amendment mailed on October 
16, 2006 

Rejection of claims 1 and 12 under 35 USC 1 12 

Claims 1 and 12 were initially rejected as indefinite, it apparently not being clear from 
the claim which optical member is further away from the outside than another. Claims 1 and 9 
are thus amended to overcome that difficulty by referring to at least a pair of optical members, 
wherein one of the pair of optical members is arranged nearest to the outside of the apparatus, 
and the other is nearer to the inside of the apparatus, referring to elements 15b and 15a 
respectively as shown in Fig. 1 and discussed in the text. Withdrawal of the rejection is in order. 

. If the examiner had a different point in mind when making the rejection, he is invited to 
telephone the undersigned to resolve any remaining issues. 

Rejection of claims on the basis of cited art 

Claims 1 to 4 and 9 to 12 were rejected as allegedly being anticipated by Kawamura '072 
for the reasons noted in section 5 spanning pages 3 and 4 of the Action. Claims 5 and 7 were 
rejected as unpatentable over Kawamura '072 in view of Fujieda '828 for the reasons noted in 
section 7 on pages 4 and 5 of the Action, Finally, claim 8 was rejected as unpatentable over 
Kawamura '072 in view of Takai '682 as set forth in section 8 on page 5 of the Action. 

In contrast, claim 6 was indicated to be allowable. Since claim 6 depended on original 
claim 1, its subject matter was migrated to claim 1 so that amended claim 1 is patentable for 
reasons indicated by the examiner. Claims 6 and 1 1 are thus cancelled, and claims 2 to 5 and 7 
to 10 retained as dependent on a now allowable amended claim 1 . 

In addition, claims corresponding to newly-amended claims 1, 3, 4, 7, and 8 are added ias 
claims 12 to 16 for consideration. These new claims are submitted to distinguish over references 
previously applied to these claims in their original form. A copy of these new claims 
corresponding to the original claims with interlining and deletions is attached in draft for the 
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convenience of the examiner in seeing how the original claims morphed to the newly-added 
claims, and their bases for distinctions over the cited references. 

In view of the above amendment, applicant beUeves the pending application is in 
condition for allowance. 

Applicant believes no fee other than the extension fee is due with this response. 
However, if a fee is due, please charge our Deposit Account No. 18-0013, under Order No. 



WEN-0023 from which the undersigned is authorized to draw. 
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